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They exempt situations where the dog in question is provoked or is barking in

response to a person who may be undertaking lawful business on the property;

They provide a specific time pazameter for how long the dog must bark before it can

be considered a barking dog;
They require specific address and contact information about complainants so staff can

better track barking dog complaints and respond directly to the complaining person

previously numerous anonymous complaints were sent to Animal Care which

affected staff's ability to address and resolve a barking dog complaint);
They authorize staff with the ability to issue an infraction citation over a barking dog
so that all parties have the ability to attend a court hearing and have the matter heard

and resolved by a superior court judge;
They provide the option of mediation in city offices if all parties agree which would

then hold the enforcement process in abeyance until the mediation is completed; and

They declare a barking dog a nuisance per the code which provides a complaining

party with the ability to file a civil lawsuit with regard to thecomplaint.

The updates were made over a period of months as staff spent time researching, reviewing and

discussing with other agencies their policies, ordinances and enforcement processes involving

barking dog complaints. Staff updated the section by taking excerpts from these more successful

ordinances and inserting them where appropriate into the code.

These updates will better obtain compliance, improve enforcement efforts, and save staff time

and resources as well as resolving the complaints in a more efficient and productive manner.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

This proposed activity has been reviewed for compliance with the California Environmental

Quality Act (CEQA) and it has been determined that the activity is not a "Project" as defined

under Section 15378 of the State CEQA Guidelines because it will not result in a physical

change in the environment; therefore, pursuant to Section 15060(c)(3) of the State CEQA

Guidelines, the activity is not subject to the CEQA. Thus, no environmental review is necessary.

RECOMMENDATIONS

Council adopt the ordinance revisions.

BOARDS/COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION

N/A.

DECISION MAKER CONFLICT

Staff has reviewed the decision contemplated by this action and has determined that it is not site

specific and consequently, the 500-foot rule found in California Code of Regulations section

18704.2(a)(1) is not applicable to this decision. Staff is not independently aware, nor has staff

been informed by any City Councilmember, of any other fact that may constitute a basis for a

decision maker conflict of interest in this matter.
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